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[ Abstract] The Uniform Commercial Code was designed to achieve the uniformity of commercial laws
in the United Sates and to resolve the frequent case law disputes between different states. But the quite differ-
ent attitudes taken by different states towards U. C. C. have made the unification of commercial laws difficult.
To achieve ‘the uniformity of the commercial laws, states must sacrifice some of their state powers and recognize

that the collective interests of all states are higher than the interest of each individual state.
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(46) White and Summers, Uniform Commercial Code ( Minn. : St. Paul, West Group Sth ed. ,2000) , pp.-21 -22.
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